


ON ELEGINUS OF FISCHER, OTHERWISE CALLED TILESIA OR 
PLEUROGADUS 


ry 
Thiene G, M. D., Pu. D. 


An Aretie type of the family of Gadids, to whieh the specttiie names 
Gadus nrag, (i. qractlis, aud G. wachna have been given, ts distin 
guished by beam like purapoplivses of the abdominal vertebrie ehan- 
neled below. This peenliarity, i was supposed, bad Geen first made 
known by Dr, Bean, By Aimertean atiuors the name Tilesta (of Swain. 
son) or subsequently Plewrogadas (given by Bean because Tilesta was 
preoccupied) has beeu used as a sunbgenerie or Generic name, No one 
supposed thata previous mime eould have been given; but in looking 
through volumes of the © Memoires de la Societe Tinpertade des Natura- 
listes de Moseou recently obtamed to till gaps in the series in the 
brary ofthe Simithsonian Institution, [eame aeross a memoir previously 
entirely unknown to me as well as to others, The memoir is entitled 
e Reeberehes zoologiques par G. Fiselier,” and is in the fourth volume 
(2A ed., pp. 237-270. The volume was orginally published in 1312 
and ISEA, Dut a Seeoud edition was issued in soe (1IS12-1513. Beim 
primes en PS53801. The Researehes comprised fonr ebapters, viz: ¢ 1. Sur 
le Sym dn Caneise “ip. 200i; edt. SurledJeltopusiek ™ (p. 241); “IIL Sur 
le Navaga” (p. Jor); SIV. Notiews sur anatomie des poissons: A. Sur 
Ponie des potssons "op. 200) and e B, Sur une artienlation propre sux 
Poissons; nrtienlation annnknre” (p. 272) The memoir was illustrated 
by eight plates (pl. 2-90, on four of whieh (pl. oo) were delineated strune 
tural details of the Navais well as a good ticure of the entire tish, the 
best indeed that has been published, 

Dr. Piseher, in the chapter on the Navaga (TIF. Sur de Navasa). des 
guntell that fish as the e hleqris Harada, Misehern—Gadus NAPAJA, 
Pallas.” He reealled that Pallas had ecogmzed it as a distinet species 
but that ThHèetins regarded it as a merë variety of the common Cod 
(farus callarias), Ile, however, not only eonsidered oat to De spe- 
eitically distinct, bnt even generically dierent frome Gardus. After 


fe Ae bara de dé@twontrer sae le Naviga est ton sen lenient ithe espot dist nate, 
cë que Palle a dga prod, ais quill ere ne @eevertpaemeit di gor Ga 
das. J isither,o c. p. Seal 
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enumerating the Cuvierian subdivisions of Gadus Linn., he gave the 
characteristics of the new genus in the following terms: * 

Le genre Eleginus, ({Aeyvivoc, d’Aristote, désignant des poissons qui vivent en 
société) auquel le Navaga de la mer blanc sert de type, a beancoup de ressemblance 
avec la premiere section des Gades, ayant trois nageoires dorsales ct deux anales, 
mais dont le barbillon est si petit qu’on a peine à Vapercevoir. La tête est forte, les 
machoires sont moins dentées, et le corps est plns arondi que déprimé. La ligne 
laterale est complete et fait une grande courbe derrière Panus. Le squelette offre 
une pecniliarité qwon ne trouve dans aucun autre poisson, e’est que les apophyses 
transversales des vertèbres du dos sont tres alongées, et crensées, et se terminent dans 
un petit corps obtusement coniqne et évasé de sorte que toute lVapophyse ressemble 
assez à la forme d’une pantoufle. Aussi les Allemands à Moscou, à cause de cette 
singulière conformation de son squelette, appellent-ils ce poisson Pautofelfisch. 


While mistaken in supposing that the possession of elongated hol- 
lowed transverse apophyses was entirely peculiar to the Navaga, Fisch- 
ers description was admirable for the time and quite pertinent to the 
genus. Strange that we have to go back to the early part of the cen- 
tury to a Russiant naturalist for definite information respecting a com- 
mon North Huropean fish!¢ Dr. Günther, in his great work (v. 4, p. 
330), gave a brief diagnosis merely of the external features of the 
Navaga immediately after his diagnosis of the common Cod (Gadus 
morrhua), and no reason was therein given for supposing it was nota- 
bly distinct from the latter species. Its vertebra were noticed simply 
as “ Vert. 58,” thus contrasting with the * Vert. 19-32” of the Cod, 
nothing being said of the structure of either. 

It therefore now appears that the name Eleginus must be revived as 
the generic designation of the arctic Gadid variously named G. navaga, 
G. gracilis and G. wachna. 


ELEGINUS. 
Synonymy. 


Eleginus G. Fischer, Mém. Soc. Nat. Moscoun, v. 4, (2d ed., p. 2562-257), 1813. 
Tilesia Swainson, Nat. Hist. Fishes, ete., v. 2, p. 300, 1839 (not Tilesia Lam., 1821). 
Pleurogadus Bean with Jordan, Cat. Fishes N. Am., p. 130, 1885. 


ONLY SPECIES. 


Eleginus navaga (K6lreuter, 1770) G. Fischer = Gadus gracilis Tilesius ý = Gadus 
wachna Pallas, 


HABITAT: Northern Russia, Bering Sea. || 


“The peculiarities of the original accentuation and spelling are reproduced. 

tDr. Fischer, like most of the early Russian naturalists, was of German birth and 
a fellow-student at Leipzig with Tilesius. 

tLe Navaga, qui gelé en hiver est transporté du port d’Arkhangel en trés grande 
quantité à Moscon et à St.-Pétersbonrg, ou il fait partie des mets délicats qui se 
consomment dans les deux capitales. Fischer, o. c., p. 252. 

§ Tilesius regarded the Russian navaga as a variety of the common cod (o. ¢., p. 
aaa, Gte.) 

| In mare boreo versus hyemem maguna copia capitur - - -; capitur etiam ad oceani 
glacialis oram, usque ad Ob tl, ostia. In balthico deest. Pallas, Zoogr. R. AS., V. 
3, p. 1Yb. 
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APPENDIX ON ELEGINUS OF CVV VIER AND VALENCIENNES. 
ELEGINUS Cay. A Val. 


The restoration ot the name “legos of Piseher necessitates the sup- 
pression of the mame Sleginus of Cuvier and Valenelenues, proposed in 
1550 as the generie designation of a peenliar genns of netothentotd tishes 
charaeteriste of the southern Pacte., Por the notothemotd genns the 
term Lleqinops may be nsed. Bleginops Was sugested for two fishes 
originally reterred to clphrtis by Jenyns (aL. wadaladies aid A. porosia). 
The present anthor appreciated the relation or those shes to Lleqenus 
(G. V.) about the time he received proof ofa Synopsis of the Noluthe- 
nivtds and appended ta that paper an addendum, viz: 


NOTE. — Ater the preeeding paper ied been forwarded to the Achdemy, i was dis- 
cayenne l that two spec Cos Aphretis undulatus aod ot, pores, teleril by densi slo 
the genus phris, nol enly ace genettoally dtgtinet, but belong toa ditherent Qunlly, 
wad Fora: a genus neatly related lo Mlegeues, Which will be at an ently date deseribed 
us Mlieginops. Aphretes ts apparently most nearly related to the genns Mercophor 


On subsequently endeavoring to diagnose legineps, the author be- 
came eonvinced that there was no cenente differenen between it and 
Elèginus, and that the two nominal species were probably the voung of 
the typical Alegiies., Dr. Giinther, in whom the voung author had then 
much eoufidence, had adopted Jenvus’s speeies, bot thoueht that ethe 
two following species appear to form another genns," viz: 2. A plovtis 
undulatus“ and 3. A. porosus, “t He evidently had no suspicion that 
they were at all related to Lleqrnus, 


"All, ree. AWN oS. ile, WEL, pe. Se. 
‘(Crluther, Cat. Leles, iv, 248, Teo. 
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